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There is a striking analogy between the current global economic and political crisis and the world crisis that occurred between two World Wars. Then the great depression of 1929, Mussolini's and Hitler's ascent to power and World War Two, today the financial and economic crisis, the growth of populism and nationalism, the decline of consent towards democratic institutions, the EU's ones included, the attacks of terrorism, ISIS massacres on behalf of the cult of death -a trait very similar to Nazism -, the return of war at the periphery of Europe from Ukraine to Syria, Gaza, Iraq, Yemen, and Libya. The root causes of both crises lie in systemic transformations in the mode of production and in the international political order. As regards the mode of production, the first half of the 20th century saw the transition from the first to the second phase of the industrial revolution. The production techniques introduced by the assembly line and the conveyor belt together with the use of oil, electricity and the internal combustion engine brought about the decline of nation-states and the rise of multinational and federal states of macro-regional dimension. The rise of the US and the then Soviet Union to the top of the world power hierarchy marks the transition from the epoch of the nation states to one of macro-regional states and international institutions grouping several nation states. The EU and other international organizations are part of this process. This does not mean that the nation-state is destined to disappear. It is too small for big issues and too big for small ones. Therefore, it will survive provided that it transfers a part of its powers and competences to higher (macroregional and global) and lower (regional and local) levels of government. But there are many issues -first of all welfare policies -that can (and should) be addressed at national level. The late 20 th century saw the start of the transition from the industrial to the scientific mode of production. The scientific knowledge is the driving force of economic and social progress. Automation relieves workers from industrial fatigue, increases the quantity of goods necessary to satisfy material needs and reduces their price. The revolution in digital, communication and transport technologies intensifies the flows of goods, capitals and persons, information and cultural models. The scientific revolution generates global markets and a matching civil society and dwarfs sovereign states, even the largest ones we used to call superpowers. This process -globalization -creates the economic and social conditions for the formation not only of a global market and a global civil society but also fosters the need for global institutions. It is to be noted that European unification and globalization belong to two different phases of history: the second phase of the industrial mode of production and the scientific mode of production, respectively. These changes in the mode of production have been matched by equally deep changes in political structures. After the end of World War II, the European states system codified by the peace of Westphalia (1648) was replaced in 1945 by a world system led by the United States and the Soviet Union. The nationstates of Europe became satellites of the two superpowers. Today, the transition to a multipolar world order is underway. The history and theory of international relations teach that in multipolar systems a balance of power tends to take shape in which it is unlikely that an individual state could become stronger than the coalition of all the other members of the system. This system favors the respect of shared rules. On the other hand, if a dominant power forms, it is encouraged to disregard the rights of the other states. What distinguishes the emerging multipolar world system from similar international systems such as the European concert is that states have to face an unprecedented challenge: competition with non-state actors -first of all the financial oligarchies and multinational firms, but also the organized crime and international terrorism -for decision-making power at international level. Unlike in previous cycles of world politics, which underpinned the international order with the hegemonic stability of a single great power -first pax britannica in the European states system, then pax americana in the world system -today a power redistribution is underway between a plurality of global actors none of which has the resources to aspire to world hegemony. If this tendency is confirmed, we will be able to assert that the Cold War was the last old-style conflict over global hegemony. Therefore, from now on, the international order will be ensured only through cooperation based on law among the protagonists of world politics and multilateralism within the framework of international institutions. This is the way in which politics may regain the upper hand over the economy and govern globalization. The global financial and economic crisis has marked the failure of the concept of self-regulated markets and neo-liberal ideology. Politics, that had given up governing the economy and society, is re-occupying the stage.
Two political answers to globalization are competing: nationalism and globalism. Nationalism represents the return to the past with its array of disasters. The only alternative is the adjustment of political institutions to the dimension taken by economy and society so as to pave the way for a regulated globalization. In today's transitional period, the US and Russia represent the old order, ride the wave of nationalism with the purpose of defending their old privileges. But their efforts are vowed to defeat, since it is impossible to go against the course of history. On the other hand, China and the EU have a vital interest in maintaining open markets, regulating their modus operandi and correcting their distortions. The EU is an unaccomplished work. The European states are too small to survive in global competition. Only united they can play a global role. Divided they are insignificant. And yet, the EU experiment is a model for the world, in spite of the limits of its powers, as its foreign and defense policy is weakened by the unanimity rule and veto power and its budget amounts to only 1% of the European GDP. It has proved capable of governing a multinational space through institutions tending to evolve in a federal direction. The EU has been able to join the principles of market economy with those of the rule of law and constitutionalism and spread them at the European level. If it overcomes its democratic deficit and becomes a global actor speaking with one single voice, it will acquire the power to promote the democratic values beyond its borders either where democracy has never been put into practice (China, Saudi Arabia, North Korea, Sudan etc.) or where it is retreating (Russia, Turkey, Hungary, Poland etc.) within the framework of a regulated globalization. At global level a new dividing line between the progressive and reactionary forces is outlining -one that echoes that one traced by the Ventotene Manifesto: the dividing line between nationalism and federalism. The value that federalism pursues is peace through law, i.e. constitutionalizing international relations, through the extension of the principles of the rule of law and democracy at the international level. This is precisely what the world needs today. What makes European unification an undertaking without precedents in history is the attempt to build a federation of nationstates. Firstly, all the federations established so far have been unions of cantons, provinces or regions. Never has a federal order been created that comprises a group of national states proud of their independence, which have determined for centuries the trends of world politics and are the most thorough expression of the idea itself of sovereign State. Secondly, all federations have felt the negative burden of power politics, which, especially in the era of the World Wars and during the Cold War, has brought about everywhere the strengthening of the federal governments to the detriment of the regional governments and hence a general tendency to power centralization. Moreover, the class struggle has caused a deep social gap, which has hindered the formation of the solidarity required for developing the typical dialectic of federal societies between the smaller territorial communities and the whole society. In sum, the class struggle has strengthened the tendency to centralization. This is the most serious degenerative aspect that has so far characterized the institutional evolution of federations. Hence the necessity to test a new federal model that could ensure in a more efficient fashion the independence of the member states. Actually, it is more than a mere necessity. It is a real possibility, if one considers that the European federation will be born in a world where globalization and the decline of power politics have fostered powerful tendencies to cooperation and international organization, which it will contribute to consolidate. At the same time, the settlement of the class struggle has eliminated another factor of power centralization. In fact, the federal unions experienced so far do not present a real qualitative difference compared to the nation-states. The federated communities composing them differ from the nation-states for more marked territorial differences. Their structure differs from the unitary states for a greater power decentralization. The first forms of federal government belong to the same phase in history in which the nation-states were the predominant form of political organization. This has influenced their institutional evolution and promoted a drive towards closed societies. They have accepted the division of the world into sovereign states as an inescapable fact. As they placed themselves on the side of the division of human kind and were not provided with the tools to fight it, they yielded to it, degenerating into a form of political unity that does not differ much from that of decentralized unitary states. Instead, the significance of the European federation lies in the overcoming of the organization of the world into nationstates, which has produced the strongest concentration of power and has determined the deepest division among human groups ever experienced in history. Therefore, the European federation can be seen as the model and motor for unification and pacification of the whole world. As a federation of nationstates, it will be a landmark in the evolution of the forms of government. After the city-state, meant as the institution that allowed to pacify the tribes, and the nation-state, which ensured peace among regions and cities, the Federation represents the form of government that allows to pacify nations.
